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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Application 

1 . This action is in reply to applicant amendment filed May 27, 2008. 

2. Claims 1-8 and 10-11 have been amended. 

3. Claims 9 and 18-20 have been cancelled. 

4. Claims 12-17 and 21-24 are withdrawn due to non-elected restriction 
requirement. 

5. Claims 1-8,10-17 and 21 -24 are pending. 



Drawings 

6. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the methods recited in 
claims 1-8 and 10-11 such as steps of defining a first item, defining a second item, 
defining a classification tree, generating a commodity code, appending suffix, defining a 
set of parameters, defining the compact item descriptor, querying item description field, 
providing catalog entry, providing a part number, providing an item description field, 
providing supplier name, and providing supplier part number must be shown or the 
feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. Applicant is 
requested to review amended claims to ensure every feature is included in the 
drawings. 
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Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 



Claims 1-8 and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-tangible subject matter. The claimed limitation recites "the first item 
and second item classify to the same leaf node with the same parameter values if and 
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only if the items are interchangeable" and "the first item and second item are 
interchangeable if and only if the compact item descriptor for the first item is the same 
as the compact item descriptor for the second item". The invention is not tangible 
because the claimed invention stipulates "if a condition takes place. The claim makes 
no provision in the case when such conditions do not take place. Thus, it could be 
possible that there is no action by the device. Thus, there would be no tangible result, 
deeming the claim non-statutory. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the 
best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1-8 and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. Claim 1 recites the limitations 
"defining a first item", "defining a second item", "defining the compact item descriptor for 
an item as the commodity code" and recites the feature "leaf node". There is no 
disclosure in the specification of the instant application supporting these limitations. 
Applicant is requested to review amended claims to ensure every feature included in the 
claims is supported in the specification. 
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7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1-8 and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

9. Regarding claims 1-8 and 10-11, the phrase "such that" renders the claims 
indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of 
the claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

1 0. Claim 1 recites "the first item and second item classify to the same leaf node with 
the same parameter values if and only if the items are interchangeable" and "the first 
item and second item are interchangeable if and only if the compact item descriptor for 
the first item is the same as the compact item descriptor for the second item". The 
phrase "if and only if is viewed to be vague and indefinite because it stipulates a 
conditional limitation. Language that suggests or makes optional but does not require 
steps to be performed or does not limit a claim to a particular structure does not limit the 
scope of a claim or claim limitation. 

1 1 . Claim 2 recites the limitation "a materials planning system and/or Approved 
Manufacturing list". The phrase "and/or" is viewed to be indefinite because it is unclear 
if applicant is referring to both "a materials planning system" and "Approved 
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Manufacturing list" or to either "a materials planning system" or "Approved 
Manufacturing list". Similar comments in regards to use of "and/or" apply to claim 5. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 1-2 and 11, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Blutinger et al. (US Patent No. 5,231 ,566) in view of Kavanagh 
et al. (US Patent No. 5,838,965). 

14. Regarding Claim 1 , Blutinger reads on a method comprising defining a 
classification tree which classifies a set of items (Abstract, Figure 2, Column 3 lines 19- 
37; generating a commodity code for each branch and leaf of the classification tree 
(Column 3 lines 19-37); and defining an item descriptor for an item as the commodity 
code (Column 3 lines 19-37, Column 9 line 63 - Column 10 line 15). 

1 5. Blutinger fails to disclose a method comprising appending as a suffix a unique 
character or unique sub-string of characters that represent a branch or leaf node; and 
defining a set of parameters of each leaf node that complete the description of an item 
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classified at the leaf node and encode the possible value for each parameter as a 
character or string of characters. 

16. However, Kavanagh discloses a method comprising appending as a suffix a 
unique character or unique sub-string of characters that represent a branch or leaf node 
(Column 70 lines 31-54); and defining a set of parameters of each leaf node that 
complete the description of an item classified at the leaf node and encode the possible 
value for each parameter as a character or string of characters (Column 54 line 63 - 
Column 55 line 40). 

1 7. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the teachings of Kavanagh in the device of 
Blutinger reference to include a method comprising appending as a suffix a unique 
character or unique sub-string of characters that represent a branch or leaf node; and 
defining a set of parameters of each leaf node that complete the description of an item 
classified at the leaf node and encode the possible value for each parameter as a 
character or string of characters, for the advantage of allowing a user to look up and 
identify relevant product information. 

18. Regarding Claim 2 , Blutinger reads on storing the item descriptor in a material 
planning system (Column 5 lines 52-61). 

1 9. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Blutinger fails to disclose a catalog wherein the catalog is 
queried with an input field of an item to generate requested criteria of the item and 
querying a supplier suffix table. 
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20. However, Kavanagh discloses querying a database wherein the database is 
queried with an input field of an item to generate requested criteria of the item including 
a supplier suffix data (Column 77 lines 21-28, Column 79 lines 22-30). 

21 . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the teachings of Kavanagh in the device of 
Blutinger reference to include a catalog wherein the catalog is queried with an input field 
of an item to generate requested criteria of the item and to perform querying functions of 
a supplier suffix table, for the advantage of allowing a user to look up and identify 
relevant product information. 

22. Claims 3-8 and 10, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Blutinger et al. (US Patent No. 5,231 ,566) in view of Kavanagh 
et al. (US Patent No. 5,838,965) further in view of Brathwaite (US Publication No. 
2003/0221172 A1). 

23. Regarding Claims 3-8 and 10 , Blutinger fails to disclose a method wherein the 
catalog is queried with an input field of an item to generate requested criteria of the 
item. 

24. However, Brathwaite discloses querying a database wherein the database is 
queried with an input field of an item to generate requested criteria of the item (Abstract, 
[0014], [0052], [0070]). 

25. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the teachings of Kavanagh in combination with 
Brathwaite in the device of Blutinger reference to include a catalog wherein the catalog 
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is queried with an input field of an item to generate requested criteria of the item, for the 
advantage of allowing a user to look up and identify relevant product information. 

Response to Arguments 

26. Applicant's arguments filed on December 26, 2007 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

27. It appears that applicant is arguing that prior art does not disclose a machine 
readable description, a character string, that identifies an item with enough resolution to 
determine if the item is in the catalog and to determine interchangeable items. In 
response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., a 
character string that identifies an item with enough resolution to determine if the item is 
in the catalog) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
Furthermore, limitation recited in the preamble (i.e. machine readable character string) 
is given little or no patentable weight. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Faris Almatrahi whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3326. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 9:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ryan Zeender can be reached on (571) 272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Faris Almatrahi 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3627 

FA 

IF. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



